
Comments Responses

HV1. While the section on cultural resources addressed research, a
corresponding section for natural resources was inadvertently
omitted in the draft plan. A section addressing research as a
priority for the preserve is now included in the plan.

HV2. Research and education in the Granite Mountains are better
protected now than at any time in the history of the area.
Congress designated most of the area as wilderness in 1994,
prohibiting motorized vehicle access and the use of mechanized
equipment. The National Park Service is actively removing feral
burros from the area and is committed to a zero burro
population. No shooting is permitted in the reserve. Recently,
the park accepted donation of the grazing permit for this area,
resulting in the removal of cattle grazing for the first time in
about 140 years. The area is now included within the boundaries
of a national park unit, providing some of the best preservation
available under federal law. The proposed action states the
National Park Service would work with the universities to
ensure protection of research plots. None of the alternatives in
the draft plan “allow environmental degradation.”

HV3. We believe the items you suggest are all addressed within the
proposed action alternative. In creating the reserve, Congress
directed that the National Park Service enter into a cooperative
agreement to ensure continuation of arid land research and
education. Several actions already taken or proposed (see
previous response) would provide some protection for research
and education greater than what existed in the past. The
cooperative agreement is the tool to address issues regarding
other specific actions, and is more easily modified to adjust to
changing conditions than is the General Management Plan. We
believe that there are many other environments in the preserve
where research and education activities should also occur
outside the reserve. The National Park Service would like to
work with the research and education community to identify
concerns and mitigation that could apply to any research or
education activity, as appropriate.

HV1

HV2

HV3

C
O

M
M

EN
TS A

N
D

 R
ESPO

N
SES O

N
 TH

E 
1998 D

RA
FT

11
E

N
VIRO

N
M

EN
TA

L 
IM

PA
CT S

TA
TEM

EN
T A

N
D

 G
EN

ERA
L M

A
N

A
GEM

EN
T P

LA
N



Comments Responses

HV4. There are hundreds of thousands of acres of Mojave Desert in
national park units where research and education activities may
occur and would be afforded a vast amount of protection. While
the reserve is a small amount of the total acreage of the
preserve, it is also one of the more dramatic mountain ranges,
situated along a major access road into the park.

HV5. We believe there are many environments in the park where
research should occur. We believe research data is critical to the
future management of the preserve. We are interested in steps
that the National Park Service can take to ensure protection of
research not just within the reserve but throughout the park.
Closing areas to public use is not a guarantee. Such a closure
would require a vast amount of effort to enforce. Fencing the
entire reserve to ensure no public access would be prohibitively
expensive and would create aesthetic problems and impede
wildlife movement.

HV6. This is a good example of the type of activity that previously
occurred in the preserve, but which is declining significantly
with the change in agency management and mission. More
rangers in the field enforcing the laws are also reducing the
illegal activities that you note.
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